- »lr}Vlrgmla Departmen
~629 East Main St1eet

: P O: Box llOS
' ‘Rlchmond VA 23218

Dear Ms .| Harve

ease accept these comments on the draft'State Operatlng Permrts (SOP) f01 the control
of sulfur‘d1ox1de (SOZ)‘fr'om Mrrant s Potomac R1ver"G "neratmg Station” (PRGS) on v
-behalﬁ of North 0ld Town Independent Citizens: C1V1c ssociation’(N OTICe) N OTIC
cisa non proﬁt 501(c)(3) or ganlzatron dedicated'to the promotl‘ ,:protecuon, and’..
 preservatiofi of Northr Old Town, Alexandria. Its area is bounded-on the:south by -/ *
*’Qronoco Street,; on the ‘west by North Washmgton Street and the George Washmgton o ﬁ';.*
Memorial Parkway, on;the’ north by Damgerﬁeld Tsland; and om the east. byt the Potomac
River (Washrngton ‘D.C. ). No1th Old Town, mclud sthe PRGS and 1S, home and c
‘kaplace to ove1 5000 ”'eople da1ly and\numerous i ecreatlonal Vlsrtors w1th1n 1 km of i

.,,'_:‘,::Tlle PRGS should not be allowed to bypass any mechanlsms'yfor enforcement of clean\

ael _laws for SOz emissions-by explo1t1ng the3=consent order process - While NOTICe urges -

the Commonwealth of Virginia'to. issue'a permit rather than a consent order; NOTIESS
'pumary concem is that the PRGS be held: 10 the st1 1ct standards for control of its cnteua
..‘»and' toxrc pollutantaermssrons as every othe1 sour ce of such em1ssmns 'n the country o

, v:NOTICe agrees w1th and supports the C1ty of Alexandua.rn 1ts comments fo1 utlhzmg
““one of the thr ee pr oposed petmit. opt1ons as‘an interim permit, prov1ded that 1ts duration:is
Lhmrted and’its emissions hm1ts comply w1th the Natronal Amblent Air Quahty Standards
r(NAAQS) under all weathe1 condltlons and ope1 ational scenatios. N@TICe also concurs - e
ith the City’s. view that a.comprehensive SOP: that will be ineffect regardless of level of
‘_operat1on and. weathe1 cond1t10ns should be 1ssued as soon as' p0551b1e to ensure e Lo
Aadherence and comphance w1th NAAQS for c11ter1a and ‘tox1c pollutant em1ssmns
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\ VDEQ has spe01ﬁcally sol1c1ted comments for two key 1ssues concermng 1nterm1ttent

2, controls and ‘stack merges.. F1rst NOTICe believes intermittent controls. based onthe’

dally collecnon of mete01olog1cal data and p1ed1ct1ve modehng as proposed by erant

;', ‘should not be allowed as itonly’ c1eates a ﬁct1t1ous standard for emissions control Both
-".the Slxth C1rcult and the N1nth Cir cu1t found that the 1el1ab1l1ty and enforceablllty of data
“$ . from intetmittent controls to be- quesuonable and unacceptable for' attainment of NAAQS

See Kennecott Coppel Coz p V.. T 4 azn,' 526 F 2d 1149 (9th C1r 1975) Dow Chemzcal V.

i lwould allow an 1nc‘l ease 1n net em1ss1ons from the PRGS is equally unacceptable Tlus

planis in clea1 v1olat10n of federal regulat1ons found in 40 C: F. R.51:100(qn), 40 C.F. R:
. ,51 100(1111)(1)(11) and state 1egulat10ns it 9 V A C 5 10 20 as the PRGS has sull fa1led

: ,NOTICe still bel1ei/es that the PRGS >1s subJect to New Source Rev1ew unde1 the Clean

A Air Act because of the phys1ca1 changes and changes 1n the method of ope1 at1on at the‘

- qu1ckly and ﬁnahze a fully enforceable pe1m1t i b

Thank you fo1 th1 ‘yvopportumty:to' prov1de 'comments :

- Kathy Bailey, ~




